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More comments

		From
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		To

		Jorgenson, Craig; Kent, Bruce
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		Jorgenson.Craig@epa.gov; Kent.Bruce@epa.gov



Craig and Bruce,





 





I have sent no responses to these comments and at this time I do not plan to.  The only one I wonder about is the second one because it had a direct question.  





 





If I do respond it would be to say that the comment period has not ended and the permit and permit limits are not final, or something along those lines.  Any thoughts on a response, or should I just pass on it for now and see if I get a call or follow up email?





 





Thanks, VL










fracking water
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fracking water


			From


			Tori Saneda


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





The EPA is supposed to protect the environment and in doing that protect humans. That means you have to protect the human's food supply as well. Allowing cattle to drink toxic fracking waste water and using it for irrigation of plants that will end up on people's table is no worse than allowing it in our drinking supply. To allow those permits along the Wind River Reservation in my mind is gross neglect and criminal.

Tori Saneda




13725 32nd Ave NE Apt A301
Seattle WA 98125








-- 
“Intellectual growth should commence at birth and cease only at death” ~ Albert Einstein 














Wastwater dumping on wild life and livestock
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Wastwater dumping on wild life and livestock


			From


			Edie


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





Sir/ Madam 







 







Is it true that the EPA will allow the waste water from fracking to be dumped on our wildlife grounds and fed to livestock 







 







E. Cunningham


















Fracking Wastewater Consumption by Wildlife and Livestock
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Fracking Wastewater Consumption by Wildlife and Livestock


			From


			Lindsey Brown


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





VelRey Lozano,

Please don't allow toxic water to be consumed by animals. Would you consume it? If it is bad for humans, it is bad for all animals. The averse health effects would be disastrous for populations of animals exposed to these atrocious chemicals.  Please do what is right and protect those who are voiceless in this matter.

I know you have a heart, please use it.

Lindsey Brown, MIT
423 75th St SE B18
Everett WA 98203
















water
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water


			From


			bill gosch


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





i pity your existence. and i hope your children forgive you. you are a  



patsy and should be ashamed of your behavior. stop doing what you are  



told and stand up for what is right. stop being evil. i will pray for  



your soul, if you can say you still have one.


















Wildlife and  lIVESTOCK allowed to drink Fracking "produced" water
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Wildlife and  lIVESTOCK allowed to drink Fracking "produced" water


			From


			Guy Barnes


			To


			Lozano, VelRey


			Recipients


			Lozano.VelRey@epa.gov





Have all of you idiots in the EPA lost your F(&k%6g minds!? OR, are you "on the take" from big oil/gas companies? Something is dreadfully wrong with ANYONE who thinks drinking chemical-laden, RADIO-ACTIVE water, whether it be wildlife, livestock, or for human consumption is a good idea. Do you NOT think that wildlife and livestock will get sick, die, AND HUMANS who will be eating this crap if those animals are slaughtered for YOUR DINNER TABLE!?







In the last decade, fracking fluids often consisting of powerfully toxic chemicals have been included in this surface discharge. The exact mixture used by individual operators is treated as a trade secret. But one recent analysis identified 632 chemicals now used in shale-gas production. More than 75 percent of them affect the respiratory and gastrointestinal systems; 40-50 percent impact the kidneys and the nervous, immune and cardiovascular systems; 37 percent act on the hormone system; and 25 percent are linked with cancer or mutations.







“Under the less than watchful eye of the EPA, fracking flowback is dumped into rivers, lakes and reservoirs,” stated PEER Executive Director Jeff Ruch, pointing out that in both the current and the new proposed permits the EPA IGNORES its own rules requiring that it list “the type and quantity of wastes, fluids or pollutants which are proposed to be or are being treated, stored, disposed of, injected, emitted or discharged.”







Drinking fracking fluids is not a good idea,” added Ruch, pointing to cases where cattle drinking creek water contaminated with fracking fluids died or failed to produce calves the following year. “The more than 30-year old ‘produced water’ exception was intended for naturally occurring fluids and muds from within the geologic formations, not this new generation of powerful chemicals introduced downhole.”







I want to see ALL of you nut jobs, and your families,drink that fracking produced water and eat that tainted meat over a 5 year period. THEN, if you don't develop ANY OF THE ABOVE MENTIONED MALADIES, you can allow the REST of America.







COME ON! It doesn't take a rocket scientist to figure out that if our food supply is tainted, animals die from ingesting these chemicals, then PEOPLE who eat that contaminated animal meat will DIE also!







STOP this madness! ENFORCE YOUR OWN LAWS AND REGULATIONS and protect the public health.







Guy Barnes  















